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The same conclusion arises even if we take a normal
experience. We apprehend an object in a particular place ;

and in this adhishthana (ground) we negate it later on. We
do not assume the existence of the object in another similar
upadhi. Take the sentence 'the broken or destroyed pot is
not here\ The broken or destroyed pot is negated in this
apprehended place ; and we cannot assume the existence of
this pot in some other placed Thus an object which is neg-
ated in the apprehended here and now cannot be said to
have its existence in the unapprehended there and then.

Objection ; Then how do you apprehend the totally
or absolutely non-existent ?

Reply : What we apprehend is having apprehended
only 'anirvaccaniya mithya vastu sadbhava' "(existence of
the nonreal which is inexplicable).   And this is arrived
at from our pratiti.

Objects on : There was silver before, audit is not
there now. These ^facts tell us that the negation ^has be-
come possible because of the difference in the time of the
apprehensions.

Reply : No. What is said to be not existing in all
the three tenses is only the empirically real silver. With
reference to such a silver we say that such a silver, which
does not have its adhishthaana there (which is nimpa"-
dhika) is not there.  The negation refers to the empi-
rical silver and not to the praatibhaasika  (apparent)
silver. From the negation of the jempirical silver we get.
at the apprehended silver through implication's being